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DECISION REFUSING STATUS 
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This is a decision on the Petition under 37 C.F.R. 1.47(a) filed 
February 18, 2004. 

The petition is DISMISSED . 

Rule 47 applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the mailing date of 
this decision to reply, correcting the below-noted deficiencies. 
Any reply should be entitled "Request for Reconsideration of 
Petition Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.47(a)," and should only, address the 
deficiencies noted below, except that the reply may include an 
oath or declaration executed by the non-signing inventor. 
Failure to respond will result in abandonment of the application. 
Any extensions of time will be governed by 37 C.F.R. i.iJb(a). 

The above-identified application was deposited on August 29, 
2003, with an unexecuted declaration, and naming James Deerman, 
Ramanamurthy Dantu, Aswinkumar Rana and Keung Yue as D oint , 
invStSrs: Y ln response to a 'Notice to File Missing Parts of 
Nonprovisional Application," mailed November 21, 2003 applicants 
filed the instant petition under § 1.47(a) (and fee) and late 
surcharge under § 1.16(e). Accompanying the petition was a 
declaration executed by inventors Deerman, Rana and Yue. in 
addition, there was an added page to combined declaration signed 
bv inventor Deerman on behalf of inventor Dantu. Rule 4/ 
applicants assert that status under § 1.47(a) is proper because 
inventor Dantu refuses to ]oin in the application In support 
thereof, applicants submit the declarations of fact of Carrie 
Wrich and Craig Cox. This response was made timely by an 
accompanying petition (and fee) for extension for response within 
the first month. 

A grantable petition under 37 C.F.R. 1. 47 (a) requires: (1 ) proof 
that the non-signing inventor cannot be reached or found, atter 
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S!SS? K ? s,; (2, an acceptable oath or dec l«.txon « 
S7(Jrrscatement U o?1he § fast 5 Knownadares 5 of tL non-signing 
inventor. 

The petition includes payment of the petition fee and a statement 
declaration ^cJMeWfffl na^ovaoeo^iaence 

3 ftlrX ing^efprSsentio^l^^hl-appiica fon 
pipers However, the petition is not grantable because the 
declaration submitted does not satisfy requirement (2) . 

Ac- tn requirement (2), the declaration as submitted is not 
rqlrf al id ^lnr inventors^ ' t ^^^^ 

X^^^^^.C.^\^^ Supplication 
dlpSsitSd in the US. Patent and Trademark Office pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 47 (a) : 

(A) All the available joint inventors must (1) make oath 
or defloration on their own behalf as required by 37 CFR 
? 63 or 1 175 (see MPEP §602, §605.01, and §1414) and (2) 
hkl oath or declaration on behalf of the non-signing joint 
inven?or as requirS by 37 CFR. 1.64. An oath or declaration 
signed by all the available joint inventors with the 
signature block of the non-signing inventor (s) left blank 
mav be treated as having been signed by all the available 
joint inventors on behalf of the non-signmg inventor (s), 
unless otherwise indicated. 

(Emphasis added) . 

Here, applicants have submitted a statement indicating that the 
dlciarttion is signed only by invento J D eerm^ on^ehalf of non 
signing inventor Dantu. Whereas all °f the available joint 
inventors must sign on behalf of inventor Dantu. Furthermore, 
the iaaes Sf the declaration should be properly numbered 1 of 6, 
2 of 6 etc ; and the signature blocks should be properly 
numbered Shert as here, applicants place each signature block on 
s^Snarafe Saae A declaration properly executed by all 
SvSiSlble jSSt'inveStSrs on behalf of themselves and on behalf 
of non-signing inventor Dantu is required. 

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be 
addressed as follows: 

By mail: Mail Stop Petition 

Y commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 . . 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
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By FAX : (703) 872-9306 

Y ATTN: NANCY JOHNSON 

SENIOR PETITIONS ATTORNEY 



Bv hand: CUSTOMER SERVICE WINDOW 

Y 2011 South Clark Place 

Crystal Plaza Two Lobby 
Arlington, VA 22202 



Telephone inquiries related to this decision may be 
the undersigned at (703) 305-0309. 
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